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The latest information is as fol­
lows: House B ill w ill probably pass 
within a few hours and Senate Bill 
will receive prom pt consideration. 
Senator Pomerene, of Ohio, w ill a t­
tem pt to get three amendments to 
the A rm y Dental Corps provisions 
of Senate B ill 4840. F irst, actual 
rank or the three grades provided in 
this bill; second, provision for dental 
representation on examining and re­
view boards; third, an amendment 
that tvill reduce the length of service 
required for promotion. We have 
sent these to him and emphasized the 
order of importance, w ith  the under­
standing that he only present such 
as imll have the approval, or at least 
no strong opposition from members 
of the M ilitary Affairs Committee 
and particularly Senator Chamber- 
lain.
I f  we secure the first two we 
should feel well satisfied, and if  only 
the first, i t  w ill give us an excellent 
opportunity in conference commit­
tee. I t  is generally understood that 
the chairmen of the respective m ili­
tary committees, Senator George E. 
Chamberlain, of Oregon, and Con­
gressman James Hay, of Virginia, 
together with the ranking members 
of each political party, constitute
the conference committee. This 
would make i t  Senators Gilbert M. 
Hitchcock, of Nebraska, and Henry 
A. DuPont, of Delaware. In addi­
tion to Mr. Hay, the other House 
conferees w ill be Hon. S. H. Dent, of 
Alabama, and Hon. Julius Kahn, of 
California. I f  there are any changes 
in the members of this conference 
committee, our members can ascer­
tain this thru the press when the 
committee is appointed.
We urge that our readers from the 
states represented in this conference 
committee, prom ptly wire or w rite  
their member on committee, re­
questing that actual rank w ith  three 
grades and dental representation on 
examining, and review boards be pro­
vided for the Arm y Dental Corps.
THE Senate National Defense Bill, introduced by Senator Chamber­lain March 4th, and amended in 
Committee and reported March 16th. 
This bill is known as S. 4840 and was 
prepared by the Senate Committee on 
Military Affairs and contains the pro­
visions for the Army Dental Corps, as 
follows :
“ The President is hereby authorized to 
appoint and commission, by and with the 
advice and consent of the Senate, dental 
surgeons at the rate of one for each one 
thousand enlisted men of the line of the
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Army. Dental surgeons shall have the 
pay and allowances of first lieutenants 
until they have completed ten years’ 
service. Dental surgeons of more than 
ten hut less than twenty-five years’ 
service shall, subject to such examina­
tion as the President may prescribe, 
have the pay and allowances of cap­
tains. Dental surgeons of more than 
twenty-five years’ service shall, subject 
to such examination as the President 
may prescribe, have the pay and allow­
ances of major: Provided, That the to­
tal number of dental surgeons with pay 
and allowances of major shall not at any 
time exceed fifteen: And provided fur­
ther, That all laws relating to the exami­
nation of officers of the Medical Corps 
fcr promotion shall be applicable to den­
tal surgeons.”
H. R. 12766 is a similar bill introduced 
in the House March 6th by Mr. Hay, 
Chairman of the House Committee on 
Military Affairs. This bill is as follows: 
“Provided further, That hereafter the 
Dental Corps of the Army shall consist 
of the number of officers in said corps 
now provided by law, and that there 
shall be thirty-five captains in said corps; 
that appointees to the grade of first lieu­
tenants in said corps shall be not less 
than twenty-two years and not more than 
thirty years of age; and that promotion 
to the grade of captain, herein provided 
for, shall be subject to an examination 
before a board consisting of not more 
than three officers of the Medical De­
partment, including the Dental Corps of 
the Army, to be appointed by the Secre­
tary of War; and that the captains pro­
vided for in this Act shall be appointed 
from the present members of the Dental 
Corps who have had five years service 
in said corps.”
Neither of these bills are as liberal in 
their provisions as had been antici­
pated. On the other hand both 
bills indicate that there is a wil­
lingness upon the part of those 
particularly interested in Military Affairs
in Congress to improve the conditions of 
the Army Dental Corps. In one sense, 
the provisions of the Senate Bill are 
better than those of the House Bill, 
especially so if a construction “appoint 
and commission” is construed to mean 
“commission with rank, etc.” Some con­
tend that this is what this phraseology 
means. If so it would seem that there 
should not be much trouble in having 
this phraseology corrected to read “den­
tal surgeons shall have the rank, pay and 
allowances, etc.,” instead of “ pay and 
allowances.” There is no question about 
the meaning of the suggested phraseol­
ogy and we are in hopes that this can be 
satisfactorily substituted, either in com­
mittee or on the floor of the Senate. 
The Chamberlain Bill was referred back 
to the Senate Military Committee, while 
the House Bill was referred to the Com­
mittee of the Whole House.
The House Bill provides actual rank for 
first lieutenants and thirty-five captains. 
We hope that Chairman Hay will agree 
to the increasing of the provisions of this 
bill to include majors. With this in 
view, representatives of the committee 
and officers of the association are to 
meet in Washington March 16th as our 
legislation is in a critical situation and 
we appreciate that whatever is to be 
done must receive prompt attention and 
be handled as diplomatically as possible; 
by this I mean that we will not be justi­
fied in attempting to secure more than 
we can get the chairmen of the two 
Military Committees to approve, since 
they have been very considerate of our 
interests and this should be fully recog­
nized as well as the fact that the attempt 
to go further than they will support may 
jeopardize the increase that is carried 
in these two bills. Whatever difference 
exists in the Senate and House Bills, as 
they may pass their respective branches 
of Congress, will necessarily have to be 
adjusted thru a Conference Committee. 
This committee will consist of: Sena­
tors George E. Chamberlain (Oregon),
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Gilbert M. Hitchcock, (Nebraska), Henry 
T. DuPont (Delaware), and Congressman 
James Hay (Virginia), S. H. Dent, (Ala­
bama), and Julius Kahn, (California). 
These names are given in this connec­
tion so that our members of these states 
may be fully advised with reference to 
their opportunities and responsibilities 
if any very great differences exist in 
these two bills when they reach the Con­
ference Committee. If so, we will 
promptly advise State Dental Society 
officers in these six states and will cer­
tainly expect that they use their best 
possible influence, both professionally 
and politically, to the end that the bill 
giving the best recognition shall be re­
ported out by this committee.
This article is being written March 14 
and with a view to giving our member­
ship the latest information relative to 
the legislative program. Dr. King is to 
meet me in Washington Thursday and 
undoubtedly we will arrange to briefly 
incorporate any specific instructions 
thought necessary to further advance 
any definite course that may be thought 
best to adopt following this visit to 
Washington. There is absolutely no 
hope of securing a Colonel as the head 
of the Dental Corps, and in the face of 
recent developments, it looks as tho 
it is impractical to expect provisions to 
be made for the Dental Reserve Corps. 
Explanatory, in the House Bill provision 
is made for the elimination of the Medi­
cal Reserve Corps after one year. The 
members of this corps are then to be 
transferred, to the Officers Reserve 
Corps.
The above relates to the present status 
of our legislative situation and the rec­
ommendations of the Legislative Com­
mittee will be incorporated in what we 
will term the “Past efforts or the de­
velopment of our Legislative Program,” 
which is responsible for what has just 
been outlined. The following will give 
those interested a better idea of our ac­
tivities in this legislative question and 
will show the committee’s reasons for 
not introducing an Independent Bill.
PAST EFFORTS.
The House of Delegates, at both the 
Rochester and the San Francisco meet­
ings, unanimously endorsed a specific 
Legislative program and instructed the 
Legislative Committee to use its best ef­
forts to have same favorably acted upon 
by Congress. This committee, assisted 
by representatives from the Army Den­
tal Corps, prepared a bill which was in­
corporated in the committee’s report at 
San Francisco, and will be found on 
Page 380 of the November issue of the 
National Journal.
The question of having this bill intro­
duced in the Sixty-third Congress was 
taken up with prominent respresenta- 
tives in Congress, especially those ac­
tive and influential in congressional mili­
tary affairs. They definitely presented 
reasons why the proposed bill should 
not be introduced as an amendent to the 
Appropriation Bill at that time, as was 
urged by some, as there was absolutely 
no hope of securing said legislation with­
out the approval of the committee to 
which such questions would naturally 
be referred. We followed this advice 
because it conformed to the convictions 
of some members of our committee and 
by so doing we were promised support 
during the present session of Congress, 
and be it said to the credit of these men 
that they have kept their promises. In 
fact, had it not been for this support we 
would not have received the recognition 
we have thus fa r secured-
A meeting of the Legislative Commit­
tee was held in Washington November 
3rd, 1915, with Drs. Herbert L. Wheeler, 
A. O. Ross, C. B. Gifford and Homer C. 
Brown present. (Dr. Charles R. E. Koch 
was unable to attend on account of an 
important engagement.) Drs. E. P. Tig- 
nor and S. D. Boak of the Army Dental 
Corps, met with us and rendered valua-
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ble assistance. We thoroly canvass­
ed the situation and in view of a general 
recognized policy to reorganize the en­
tire military affairs of our country we 
all agreed that our best course would be 
to endeavor to have our recommenda­
tions incorporated in the general reor­
ganization program and if possible pre­
sented by some of the department heads.
Or at least we should Concentrate our 
efforts upon the Senate and House M il­
itary Affairs Committees, so that when 
the bills from these committees were 
formulated they would accord us the 
highest recognition we could secure thru 
them. To that end we conferred with 
the Honorable Secretary of War, the 
Chief of Staff and the officials in the 
Surgeon General’s Department. (We had 
a tentative appointment with the Sur­
geon General but he had been called out 
of the city), and the chairman of the 
Senate and House Military Affairs Com­
mittee. We also called upon the Honor­
able Secretary of Navy, the Surgeon 
General of Navy and the Quarter Master 
General of the Army. We presented our 
cause orally and received courteous 
treatment from all. They were atten­
tive and seemed interested in the cause 
presented. At the request of the Secre­
tary of War, we hastily prepared and 
presented, the next day, our recommen­
dations and some brief arguments. (See 
hearing before House Military Commit­
tee on this page).
We furnished similar copies to the 
others heretofore mentioned and re­
quested that our committee be granted 
an opportunity to present further argu­
ments before the Military Committee of 
both branches of Congress. In addition 
to this, our efforts were largely directed 
in interesting members of the Senate 
and House Military Affairs Committees.
On January 27th the following tele­
gram was received from Senator Cham­
berlain :
“Dr. Homer C. Brown, Chairman,
Columbus, Ohio.
If you so desire Senate Committee on 
Military Affairs will hear one or two 
representatives of the Dental Associa­
tion Wednesday morning, February 2nd, 
to present testimony relating to Army 
Dental Corps.
(Signed):
GEORGE E. CHAMBERLAIN.” 
To which reply was made:
“ Senator George E. Chamberlain,
Senate Chamber. 
Thanks for wire advising hearing of 
Dental Corps matters, February 2nd. 
Representatives of our committee will 
be present. Hope House committee may 
hear us on same day and am wiring 
Chairman Hay to that effect. Any ar­
rangements for time satisfactory to both 
of you will suit us.
(Signed):
HOMER C. BROWN, Chairman.” 
A similar telegram, in conformity to 
above, was sent Mr. Hay but he wired 
that we could not be heard until Febru­
ary 8th. However, we were anxious to 
make one trip suffice and wrote some 
others in Congress and Dr. Gifford and 
myself conferred with Chairman Hay, 
soon after our arrival, and he very kind­
ly consented to a change in his program 
and heard us, together with Dr. Tignor, 
the following day.
The following is from Congressional 
Records: (Similar hearing before Sen­
ate Committee Feb. 22, Part 17.) 
HEARING  BEFORE T H E  C O M M ITTEE  
ON M IL IT A R Y  AFFAIRS  
House of Representatives, Sixty-fourth 
Congress, First Session, on the Bill 
to Increase the Efficiency of the Mili­
tary Establishment of the United 
States.
Committee on Military Affairs,
House of Representatives, 
Thursday, February 3, 1916. 
The Committee this day met, Hon. 
James Hay (chairman) presiding.
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Statement of Dr. Homer C. Brown, 185 
East State Street, Columbus, Ohio, 
Chairman Legislative Committee Na­
tional Dental Association:
THE CHAIRMAN. Dr. Homer C. 
Brown, the chairman of the Legislative 
Committee of the National Dental Asso­
ciation, desires to be heard in reference 
to an increase in the Dental Corps, and 
we will be glad to hear him at this time.
DR. BROWN: Mr. Chairman and
gentlemen of the committee, I do not ex­
pect to detain you long, as I only desire 
to state briefly the reasons why the 
members of the National Dental Associa­
tion, and the profession generally, advo­
cate a greater efficiency and the raising 
of the status of the Army Dental Corps.
In order to qualify as an accredited 
spokesman for the dental profession and 
to better indicate my familiarity with 
our affairs generally, will say it has 
been my privilege to serve for five years 
as Secretary of the National Dental As­
sociation, two years as Corresponding 
Secretary and three years as Recording 
Secretary. Was later unanimously elected 
the first President of our reorganized 
National Dental Association, so that I 
think you will appreciate that I have 
been and am in fairly close touch with 
the profession of our country.
As chairman of the Legislative Com­
mittee of the National Dental Associa­
tion, I appear before you, thru the cour­
tesy of your chairman, in behalf of leg­
islation which has for its purpose the 
increasing of the efficiency and raising 
of the status of the Army Dental Corps, 
which will, at the same time, secure for 
our profession recognition appropriate 
with the service rendered.
“Necessity is the mother of invention.” 
This statement is frequently used and is 
especially applicable in this connection, 
since it was during the War with Spain 
that the necessity for dental treatment 
of soldiers was very emphatically demon­
strated. In order to meet the pressing
needs at that critical period, some of the 
younger members of our profession, im­
bued with patriotic impulses and anx­
ious to serve our country in any capac­
ity, enlisted and were assigned to the 
Hospital Corps in order to render such 
dental services as the exingencies of 
the situation would permit. I very dis­
tinctly recall a young man from the 
small town where I practiced, and with 
whose parents I boarded, enlisted under 
these conditions the day following his 
graduation and leaving immediately for 
the front. A few months later I was 
called upon to officiate as one of his 
pall bearers. This personal reference is 
only made to indicate my familiarity 
with the conditions existing at that time, 
and it has been my privilege to keep in 
rather close touch with all the develop­
ments in this connection since then.
In 1901 Congress passed a law creat­
ing a corps of 30 contract dental sur­
geons, attached to the Medical Corps, 
but without military rank. The late 
General Sternberg was Surgeon General 
of the Army at that time and accepted, 
as a compromise, the contract status as 
only a temporary expediency, giving as­
surance of his support in securing legis 
lation which would commission these 
men during his term of office. Some 
who entered the service at that time 
were encouraged to do so with that defi­
nite understanding.
Congress passed a law March 3, 1911, 
granting one commissioned grade—that 
of first lieutenant. This law also made 
possible a Dental Corps on a basis of 1 
to 1,000 of the actual strength of the 
Army, but at present there as only 36 
first lieutenants to 39 acting dental sur­
geons in the Army Dental Corps. One 
reason which may be responsible for the 
fact that this has not been filled to its 
possible apportionment is that the op­
portunities are not sufficiently attractive 
to many of the graduates today.
Further, it may be of some interest to 
have data relative to the results of the
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examinations for the Army Dental Corps 
from September 1, 1911, to October 18, 
1915. During this period 377 were noti­
fied to appear for examination. Twenty- 
eight of this number declined the invi­
tation and 85 failed to present them­
selves for the examination; 55 were dis­
qualified by physical examination and 
146 failed to pass the required examina­
tion, leaving 63 that met all the require­
ments.
During the 15 years since Congress 
passed legislation granting the first Den­
tal Corps the progress and achievements 
of the dental profession have attracted 
most favorable attention from all 
sources, until it is now recognized as 
assuming its full responsibilities in the 
educational campaign of preventative 
medicine, which is generally and gener­
ously considered both a humanitarian 
and an economic question.
If organization will be accepted as an 
evidence of progress, I need only say 
that four years ago the membership of 
our National Dental Association was not 
in excess of 800, but since then it has 
been reorganized, and today has a mem­
bership of nearly 20,000 of the most pro­
gressive and aggressive dentists of the 
world. Less than nine months ago the 
research institute of this association 
was incorporated in Ohio to carry on re­
search work along lines similar to the 
Rockefeller Institute and the Carnegie 
Foundation. Our own building, ade­
quately equipped, is to be formally open­
ed on Tuesday night, February 7, with 
some of the most noted members of the 
medical, dental, and allied professions 
present. The funds for this work have 
largely been provided by our members. 
The dentists of my State—Ohio—have 
contributed nearly $20,000, and, be it 
said to the credit of the members of the 
Army Dental Corps, that they have lib­
erally contributed to this research work.
These general remarks may seem un­
necessary on this occasion, but are made 
for the sole purpose of impressing you
with the fact of the changed attitude to­
ward the dental profession in the past 
few years. All of this has stimulated 
the hopes and aspirations of the dental 
graduates of recent years, and when as­
sociated with the increased educational 
requirements and the necessary addi­
tional expense in completing a dental col­
lege course, as well as the fact of the 
limited purchasing power of the dollar 
of today as compared with a few years 
ago, it makes it easily understood why 
it is necessary to provide some positive 
changes for the betterment of the Army 
Dental Corps.
Further, the present European was has 
demonstrated the close relation of the 
work of the medical and dental profes­
sions, and the work of the dental sur­
geon in the present war has attracted 
favorable attention thruout the world. 
In this connection I quote from Dr. A. 
M. Fauntleroy, surgeon of the United 
States Navy, in his report of the medico- 
military aspects of the European war.
I would respectfully refer the mem­
bers of this committee to the book en­
titled “Medico-Military Aspects of the Eu­
ropean War,” to which I have no doubt 
all of you have access, and which will 
enable you to better understand why I 
consider this work so important.
MR. LITTLEPAGE. That book has 
been sent to a good number of us. I 
have one.
DR. BROWN. I think it is a very in­
teresting report, and it will show clearly 
the importance of what I have said with 
reference to the European war develop­
ing certain conditions or methods of 
warfare which necessitate the thoro co­
operation of the medical and dental men 
in all of these matters.
MR. KAHN. Is that book published by 
the Navy Department.
DR. BROWN. Yes, sir. Dr. Fauntle­
roy, in his report, says:
One of the surgical advances of the 
present war has been the recognition of
92 THE JOURNAL OP THE NATIONAL DENTAL ASSOCIATION.
the dentist as a necessary unit in the 
organization of a military hospital. It 
has been largely brought about by the 
present-day trench warfare. The latter 
leads to the production of a large num­
ber of face and jaw wounds, involving 
either a great loss of substance in the 
form of bones, teeth, and soft parts. So 
valuable has this work become that every 
large military hospital now has its surgi­
cal dental department which works in 
conjunction with large surgical services 
and supplements certain procedures 
which are indispensible as regards bring­
ing about a favorable result. * * * One 
of the most attractive features of the 
value of the dentist in the organization 
of a military hospital is shown in the re­
sults obtained by surgical co-operation 
with the dentists at the American ambu­
lance in connection with the mutilated 
wounds in the face.
In this connection I am reminded of a 
conversation I had only last Saturday 
with the Hon. Myron T. Henrick, one of 
Ohio’s foremost citizens, who recently 
rendered most efficient and commenda­
tory service as ambassador to Prance. 
He informed me that he very eairly rec­
ognized the need for dental services in 
connection with the American ambu­
lance, and did everything possible in es­
tablishing this particular service. Com­
ing from a layman, and a man of Mr. 
Herrick’s standing, this observation is 
entitled to your most careful considera­
tion.
Further, Dr. George W. Crile, who 
needs no further introduction, and Dr. 
W. E. Lower, president of the Ohio State 
Medical Association, both informed me 
soon after their return from service in 
connection with the American ambulance 
in Paris, that the work of the dental 
surgeons in connection therewith was 
receiving the highest possible commen­
dation, and would result in bringing 
about a closer relation of the two profes­
sions, and the raising, very materially, 
of the standard of dentistry in the eyes 
of the world.
In the last copy of the Army and Navy 
Register, we note, in connection with
Gen. Gorgas’s appearance before your 
committee, the following:
Information was sought concerning the 
Dental Corps, and it was announced that 
the new legislation, approved by the War 
Department, contemplated promotion for 
dental surgeons up to and including the 
grade of major; that there were increas­
ingly important functions for dentists in 
the military service; that the dentists 
were doing splendid work in Europe; 
that there was an important function in 
dental surgery on account of special 
wounds. Gen. Gorgas added that on a 
recent trip to Canada he had occasion 
to inspect a new command destined for 
service in Europe and found it equipped 
with an excellent dental department and 
that men were now being accepted for 
service despite dental defects which 
hitherto would have resulted in their re­
jection.
In this connection you understand that 
a man applying for enlistment must nec­
essarily undergo a physical examination, 
and he must have a stipulated require­
ment of masticatory surface before he 
is accepted. And, as Gen. Gorgas has 
indicated, the fact of having the dental 
corps up to a high standard makes it 
possible to take into the service men 
who would otherwise be disqualified.
You may be interested in knowing 
that our committee has not taken a po­
sition of attempting to go headstrong 
and independent in an effort to secure 
what appears to our profession as meri­
torious legislation. On the contrary, we 
have respectfully and considerately 
presented our views to the honorable 
Secretary of War, the Surgeon General, 
and the chairmen of the Senate and 
House Military Affairs Committees, and 
it is indeed very pleasing to note the 
published comment to which I have just 
referred.
With reference to the other countries, 
I want to say that just before reaching 
Washington yesterday morning, Col. 
Barger, of the Ohio National Guard— 
and Ohio seems to be very well repre­
sented on this occasion—referred to the
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number of Ohio men present interested 
in the subject of military preparedness.
MR. LITTLEPAGE. It is very ably 
represented on this committee.
DR. BROWN. I appreciate that fact 
and I acknowledge my deference to my 
native State, West Virginia, as I believe 
you represent a district of that State, 
Mr. Littlepage?
MR. LITTLEPAGE. Yes: I do.
DR. BROWN. Col. Barger called my 
attention to an article appearing in the 
Literary Digest of January 29, in which 
reference is made to an article written 
by Prof. William H. Potter, of Harvard 
University.
THE CHAIRMAN. You may put that 
in the record.
DR. BROWN. I thank you, Mr. Hay, 
but will only briefly quote as follows:
A large proportion of the earliest Eng­
lish volunteers in the present war had 
teeth so defective that they could not 
chew army rations and had to be sent 
back from the firing line. On the other 
hand, Germany long ago recognized the 
necessity of good teeth for the soldier, 
and no small proportion of her military 
efficiency is due to this fact.
Dr. Potter indicates that the service of 
the military dentist should begin with the 
soldiers long before they are sent to the 
front. It is of the greatest importance, 
he says, that their teeth should be put 
in good condition in order that disabling 
pain may be avoided and that they may be 
able to chew army rations. Where this 
work is arranged as a part of the mili­
tary equipment and is continued several 
years the best results are obtained. He 
goes on:
Of the nations now engaged in the 
great war, Germany has given the most 
systematic attention to the teeth of its 
soldiers. She found only 15 years ago 
that the efficiency of soldiers was seri­
ously impaired when they could not 
chew hard food and set about to remedy 
the matter by providing dental clinics 
for school children, so that boys upon 
entering the airmy should present them­
selves with teeth able to do the work 
demanded of them. This is one reason 
why her soldiers are now so efficient.
Supplementing the reference that has 
been made to the dental corps in the 
European war, I have recently seen it 
stated, upon seemingly good authority, 
that Germany has 800 dental surgeons 
in the active service. A very late press 
report indicates that France is planning 
to add 1,000 additional dentists to her 
present equipment. I have no specific 
data relative to the numbers in service 
in the other countries, but do know 
that they have met similar conditions 
and are giving equal attention to the 
dental needs of their armies.
The National Dental Association is 
on record as unanimously indorsing the 
following, which it was my pleasure to 
recommend in my address as president 
of the association in 1914.
First. A dental reserve corps, similar 
to the Medical Reserve Corps, to re­
place the present “acting dental sur­
geons,” except that members of the den­
tal reserve corps shall be obligated to 
serve when called upon for active duty.
Second. The Dental Corps to consist 
of:
(a) First lieutenants, to be appointed 
from the dental reserve corps after two 
years of active service, who shall not 
be less than 23 nor more than 30 years 
of age and otherwise qualified as at pres­
ent.
(b) Captains, who shall be promoted 
to this grade after seven years of total 
service, including service in dental re­
serve corps and as contract dental sur­
geon, dental surgeon, or acting dental 
surgeon.
(c) Majors, not to exceed 25 per 
cent of the Dental Corps, to be promoted 
according to seniority, as in the Medical 
Corps.
(d) A colonel, who shall be Chief of 
the Dental Corps, acting under the direc­
tion of the Surgeon General, to be ap­
pointed by the President, by and with
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the advice and consent of the Senate, 
for a period of four years. The first 
colonel to be appointed from the 15 sen­
ior officers of the Dental Corps, after 
which they shall be appointed from the 
majors of this corps.
Third. The strength of the Dental 
Corps to be as now provided (1 to 1,000 
of the enlisted strength.)
Fourth. The service heretofore ren­
dered as dental surgeon, contract dental 
surgeon, or acting dental surgeon shall 
be computed as commissioned service.
Fifth. The right to command shall be 
limited to the members of the Dental 
Corps and the dental reserve corps and 
to enlisted men serving as their as­
sistants.
Some of the arguments in support of 
our recommendations are as follows:
First. The same necessity exists for 
changing from the contract status (act­
ing dental surgeons) to a commissioned 
personnel, as resulted in abolishing the 
contract surgeons in the Medical Sur­
geons in the Medical Corps. Under con­
tract the dental surgeon occupies an 
anomalous position, being neither an of­
ficer nor an enlisted man, and having no 
protection in case of disability in the 
line of duty. In the highly specialized 
condition of modern warfare economy 
demands that the enlisted man be in a 
good physical condition in order to ren­
der efficient service, which requires the 
service of a dentist as well as a physi­
cian. Therefore, it is manifestly essen­
tial that the service be made equally 
attractive, as with Medical Reserve 
Corps.
We are not asking any special favors. 
We do not feel if any of our profession 
should be honored by being called into 
the dental reserve corps and permitted 
to enjoy favorable conditions until their 
services are needed and then let them 
have an easy way of escape. But if they 
accept service as members of the dental 
reserve corps, we certainly would expect
them to render service to the Nation in 
time of trouble. We do not want them 
to be excused from duty if called upon, 
as is the case in the Medical Corps.
In discussing this question with a 
gentleman yesterday I referred to the 
necessity of having the mouth in a 
healthy condition and not in a condition 
such as would handicap the individual 
in using it for the special purpose in­
tended. It is just as necessary to have 
the mouth in a healthy condition as it is 
to have a carbureter on an automobile 
properly adjusted in order to have the 
car run smoothly, unless it be a Ford, 
which they say, can run some distance 
on its reputation.
Second. The age limit has been raised 
from 27 to 30 on account of the increas­
ed preliminary requirements before en­
tering a dental college and an additional 
year being required in the study of den­
tistry.
In addition to this, I wish to explain 
that before a young man can enter a 
dental college he must have secured a 
stipulated preliminary education. Com­
mencing next year he must also spend 
an additional year in a dental college 
before graduation.
The importance of dentistry is looked 
upon now in a very different way from 
that in which it was looked upon when 
I was in dental college, and the neces­
sity for thoroly equipping a man for 
that important service and preparing 
him to intelligently co-operate with the 
medical man is receiving full considera­
tion, and that is the reason for' increas­
ing the requirements and raising the age 
limit from 27 to 30 years.
Third. It is the conviction of our com­
mittee that an increase in the number of 
grades as suggested will go far toward 
increasing the efficiency of the Dental 
Corps. Under existing conditions there 
is not a sufficient incentive, with present 
college requirements, to prompt our best 
dental graduates to enter the service.
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Fourth. With an increased Dental 
Corps, and in the interest of efficiency 
and economy, there is every reason for 
having the representative of the corps, 
with rank of colonel, stationed in the 
Surgeon General’s Office to co-operate 
with him in the administrative affairs of 
the Dental Corps.
In this connection I would supplement 
what I have said by saying that if the 
Dental Corps is increased in keeping 
with what seems to be the general con­
census of opinion regarding the future 
strength of the Army, then the Dental 
Corps will have to be very materially 
strengthened and the duties of this par­
ticular officer would be emphasized.
The purchasing of equipments and 
supplies, the assignment of the various 
members of the corps, and all such de­
tails could be very much more economi­
cally administered, I believe, if there 
was a Dental Corps officer who was thor- 
oly trained and familiar with the re­
quirements, and who had advanced 
from the lower rank to the highest posi­
tion in the corps.
Fifth. The right to command by vir­
tue of a commissioned corps, with actual 
rank, can not conflict with any other 
department, and this right can be limit­
ed by Congress to the Dental Corps and 
their enlisted assistants.
Mr. Chairman and gentlemen, in be­
half of our committee and the dental 
profession of the country, I thank you 
for the opportunity of presenting these 
arguments, which seem to us to merit 
your careful consideration.
S T A T E M E N T  OF F IR ST L IE U T. ED­
W IN  P. TIGNOR, DEN TA L CORPS.
THE CHAIRMAN. Doctor, you are a 
first lieutenant in the Dental Corps of 
the Army?
DR. TIGNOR. Yes, sir.
THE CHAIRMAN. Doctor, have you 
made a computation showing how much 
this increase in the Dental Corps of the 
Army would cost?
DR. TIGNOR. During the first year 
the increase would cost between $18,000 
and $21,000.
THE CHAIRMAN. How much would 
it finally cost?
DR. TIGNOR. The final cost of the 
increase would be about $30,000. The 
increase would be very gradual, by the 
addition of two or three thousand a 
year, the present strength of the com­
missioned personnel of the Dental Corps 
being 60, would make the final increase 
of about $30,000. The increase would be 
that amount if the present ratio is kept 
— 1 dental surgeon to 1,000 of the enlist­
ed strength.
THE CHAIRMAN. If we have an 
Army of 134,000 men, there would be 
134 dental surgeons in the Dental Corps?
DR. TIGNOR. That is correct.
THE CHAIRMAN. I understand from 
what Dr, Brown said that you desire that 
one-fourth of the corps shall have the 
rank of major?
DR. TIGNOR. Yes, sir.
DR. BROWN. Not to exceed one- 
fourth.
THE CHAIRMAN. Is that not rather 
a large proportion?
DR. TIGNOR. It is smaller than the 
majority of the staff corps at the present 
time, and that proportion is necessary in 
order to give promotion in a reasonable 
number of years. Even in that case, a 
man promoted to the rank of major 
would have served possibly 20 years be­
fore he reaches that grade. I believe 
there is but one staff corps in the serv­
ice at the present time that has a smaller 
percentage, and I think that is 24 per 
cent.
MR. GORDON. Which corps is that.
DR. TIGNOR. The chaplains.
THE CHAIRMAN. Doctor, what is 
the rank of the dental officer in the
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French and the German and the English 
Armies, if you know?
DR. TIGNOR. I do not know what it 
is in those armies, but I know what it is 
in the Canadian Army.
THE CHAIRMAN. What is it in the 
Canadian Army?
DR. TIGNOR. In the Canadian Army 
the dental surgeons rank from colonel to 
first lieutenant. The senior officer is a 
colonel, and the other officers are either 
lieutenant colonels, majors, captains, or 
first lieutenants.
THE CHAIRMAN. Your idea in hav­
ing the head of the corps a colonel is o 
have some one attached to the Surgeon 
General’s Office who is familiar with the 
purchasing of supplies and the general 
run of your profession; is that the idea?
DR. TIGNOR. Yes, sir. I think, it is 
just as necessary, in order to have that 
efficient corps to have a head who will 
co-operate with the Surgeon General, and 
to have in that position somebody who 
is thoroly familiar with the needs of the 
corps.
I do not believe it is possible to secure 
the greatest efficiency without some 
head of that kind. I think the propo­
sition is the same as it would be with 
any other organization. I do not believe 
for instance, that your committee could 
get along without a chairman and do 
good work. In our corps at present the 
individual members have no one who is 
as thoroly familiar with their needs 
as a member of their own profession 
would be.
THE CHAIRMAN. The duties of this 
corps are now confined and will be con­
fined entirely to the practice of your 
profession?
DR. TIGNOR. Yes, sir.
THE CHAIRMAN. You now receive 
$2,000 a year?
DR. TIGNOR. Yes. sir.
THE CHAIRMAN. And you have com­
mutation of quarters?
DR. TIGNOR. Yes, sir.
THE CHAIRMAN. And fuel and light 
and all the other things which the of­
ficers receive?
DR. TIGNOR. Everything that goes 
with the pay of a first lieutenant.
THE CHAIRMAN. Your puropse in 
advocating this increase in rank is to 
secure greater efficiency?
DR. TIGNOR. Yes, sir. At the pres­
ent time I am on the examining board 
for the admission of men into the service 
and I have been on those boards since 
the corps was reorganized in 1911, and it 
has been exceedingly hard to get men to 
come into the service. It is only thru 
personal contact of the members of the 
corps with other members of the pro­
fession they have been able to persuade 
men to come into the service and we 
have not been able to get the men we 
want. Of course, we could get young 
dentists who would come into the ser­
vice, as we could get men in any other 
department, but we can not get the num­
ber of men we want of the type of men 
we desire.
THE CHAIRMAN. Are the standards 
of your examinations high?
DR. TIGNOR. We try to keep them 
high.
THE CHAIRMAN. Who prepares the 
questions for those examinations?
DR. TIGNOR. They are prepared by 
a board composed of one medical officer 
and two officers of the Dental Corps.
THE CHAIRMAN. Is there anything 
else you desire to say, Doctor?
DR. TIGNOR. I would like to say that 
in the war in Europe, the modern meth­
ods of fighting—trench warfare—expose 
the head and face of the man, and the 
result is that there are a great many 
gun-shot wounds of the jaw. The popular
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consensus is that that work is not the 
work of the dental surgeon, hut that it 
is the work of the general surgeon, but it 
is not
The work of an oral surgeon is not 
confined to the teeth It takes in the 
whole oral cavity, the whole mouth, and 
his services are required there as much 
as they would be in time of peace in 
preparing a man to preserve his health.
I would like to say another thing, 
and that is that it is generally recognized 
now that a great many of the diseases 
to which the human system is heir or­
iginate in the mouth, and that probably 
the most important part of our work is 
preventive.
By treating conditions as found in 
the mouth you remove the focus of in­
fection, and it has been stated that the 
fact that the American ambulance in 
Paris has been able to treat the wounded 
and send them back on duty in so short 
a time, averaging about two weeks, has 
been due principally to the fact that the 
men received dental treatment as soon 
as they reached the hospital, and the oral 
infection has been removed, and that 
has enabled their wounds to heal quicker.
MR. McKENZIE. Are the dental sur­
geons of the Army required to devote 
all their time to the services of the 
Army?
DR. TIGNOR. Yes, sir.
MR. McKENZIE. They are not per­
mitted to practice outside of the Army 
—that is, to engage in private practice?
DR. TIGNOR. They devote their en­
tire time to the Army, just as the officers 
of the Medical Department do. They are 
not prohibited from giving relief in case 
some one is suffering who is on the post. 
Their time is not taken up entirely with 
the enlisted personnel or the officers.
Under the present regulations officers’ 
families and all civilian employees at 
the posts are entitled to receive medical 
and dental treatment.
MR. McKENZIE. I wanted to know 
whether you have any other opportunity 
for receiving remuneration—that is, 
whether you have an opportunity to 
make anything other than what you are 
paid by the Government?
DR. TIGNOR. Yes, sir.
MR. McKENZIE. As to whether your 
income would be limited to that which 
you receive from the Government?
DR. TIGNOR. No, sir.
MR. SHALLENBARGER. How many 
colonels and how many majors would be 
created by your proposition?
DR. TIGNOR. One colonel, and 25 
per cent of the corps to be majors.
MR. SHALLENBERGER. How many 
majors would that give you?
DR. TIGNOR. Under the present or­
ganization, with a strength of 100,000 
men, that would give us 25 majors. I 
do not know what the proposed increase 
of the Army is.
MR. SHALLENBERGER. How long 
have these men served?
DR. TIGNOR. A great many of them 
have served 15 years. The corps was 
organized on February 2, 1901. A great 
many men now in the corps have served 
15 years, and there are a few men in the 
service who have served only 5 years.
MR. SHALLENBERGER. Do you 
think they should be created majors when 
they have only had that amount of ser­
vice?
DR. TIGNOR. I think a clause should 
be added requiring at least 10 years ser­
vice.
MR. SHALLENBERGER. In the In­
fantry arm of the service the average 
service of a major is longer than 10 
years, it is not?
DR. TIGNOR. In the Infantry branch 
the average service is longer than that; 
but when the men of the Dental Corps
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enter the service they enter it with a full 
knowledge of their profession; they are 
fully equipped. I believe in the case of 
the members of the Staff Corps they 
spend the first few years of their ser­
vice in learning their profession. Take 
the other Staff Corps, the great major­
ity of the men in the Medical Corps 
who are majors have served less than S 
years when they reached the grade of 
major. In some cases the service is 
more than 15 years.
The only corps in the service which 
is limited, in which there is a time limit 
before a man reaches the grade of ma­
jor, is in the Corps of Chaplains. A 
chaplain can not be promoted to be a 
major until he has had 10 years’ ser­
vice.
MR. SHALLENBERGER. As a matter 
of fact, there are many second lieuten­
ants who are not promoted from the 
grade of second lieutenant until they 
have served longer than some men in 
your corps who are majors; is that not 
true?
DR. TIGNOR. No, it is not.
MR. KAHN. According to reports we 
read at the outbreak of the present 
European war, there were a great many 
men rejected in England on account of 
defective teeth. Do you think that re­
cruiting could be increased in this coun­
try if some simple operations on the 
part of dentists would make men more 
fit to enter the service?
DR. TIGNOR. I am sure of it. I have 
served for nearly 10 years at one of the 
larger recruit depots. I have examined 
about 10,000 men a year during that time 
and from my observation there I am 
very sure that the numbers could be in­
creased.
THE CHAIRMAN. We are very much 
obliged to you, Doctor.
S T A T E M E N T  OF DR. C. B. GIFFORD, 
OF NORFOLK, VA.
THE CHAIRMAN. Dr. Gifford desires 
to make a statement to the committee, 
and we will be glad to hear him now.
DR. GIFFORD. Mr. Chairman, there 
is very little left for me to say, as Dr. 
Brown and Dr. Tignor have covered the 
ground thoroly from my viewpoint.
There is one point I would like to 
elaborate upon. The Dental Corps as it 
is organized to-day presents not only a 
reactionary condition, but is a reflection 
upon the profession, and that is why 
the National Dental Association is be­
hind this proposition. That is the fun­
damental reason.
The conditions in the corps are not 
inviting, and when a man enters the 
corps there is no incentive for study; 
there is no incentive in the way of pro­
motion; and the men, naturally, do not 
improve their minds.
The result has been that men like 
Dr. Tignor have been in the corps for 
15 years without any opportunity for 
promotion. Knowing Dr. Tignor as I 
do, I know that he is one of the few 
loyal men who have hung on. A lot of 
men who have been in the corps have be­
come disgusted and discouraged.
THE CHAIRMAN. What you mean 
to say is that owing to the fact that there 
is only one grade and the salary is 
fixed, and when they go into the corps 
they do not study or keep up with their 
profession?
DR. GIFFORD. Not that. My point 
is that there is no incentive for study 
or for preparation for promotion.
THE CHAIRMAN. That means the 
same thing, I take it.
DR. GIFFORD. Not exactly. If you are 
in a position where you are bound to 
stagnate, conditions become 'cloudy 
about you.
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THE CHAIRMAN. That is what I say. 
If they do not study, it does not make 
any difference?
DR. GIFFORD. I would not put it that 
way. I would not put it on that basis 
at all.
THE CHAIRMAN. I mean, they do 
not lose their rank, they do not lose their 
pay, and they do not have to stand any 
more examinations?
DR. GIFFORD. That is true at the 
present time, but the conditions are not 
inviting to the members of our profes­
sion.
THE CHAIRMAN. That is the point. 
Because they do not get any increased 
rank they do not have to study, and 
they are not as efficient as they ought 
to be?
DR. GIFFORD. In a sense that may 
true, but the conditions could be re­
moved by the suggestions which have 
been put forth.
THE CHAIRMAN. We are very much 
obliged to you, Doctor.
(Thereupon, at 12.45 o ’clock p. m., the 
committee adjourned to meet to-morrow, 
Friday, February 4, 1916, at 10 o’clock 
a. m.)
GENERAL GORGAS’ HEARING.
February 20th I received copy of the 
Congressional Record giving the hearing 
of General Gorgas before the Senate and 
House Military Affairs Committees. The 
provisions relative to the Dental Corps 
were the same that had been read to our 
Committee when in Washington in No­
vember and it seemed as tho we had 
not made any headway with this depart­
ment. In order that the Surgeon Gen­
eral could better understand our posi­
tion, the following day letter telegram 
was sent to him:
“February 20, 1916. 
Surgeon General William C. Gorgas,
War Department, Washington, D. C.
The National Dental Association of
nearly twenty thousand members and an 
equal number in other Dental Organiza­
tions must vigorously oppose the Con­
tract Status and the relative rank for 
Dental Corps as proposed in your recent­
ly published bill. We consider this dis­
crimination as unnecessary and humili­
ating and must'insist that our represen­
tatives in Army be accorded dignified 
recognition and actual rank in keeping 
with importance of service rendered. 
We prefer to co-operate with you and 
will greatly appreciate your support but 
under herein mentioned conditions we 
have no choice. Wire, collect, advising 
if your attitude is misunderstood or any 
change in situation.
(Signed):
HOMER C. BROWN, Chairman,
Legislative Committee.”
Night letter telegrams were also sent 
to Chairmen Chamberlain and Hay, of 
the Senate and House Military Affairs 
Committee :
“National Dental Association must 
vigorously oppose General Gorgas’ plan 
for Contract status and relative rank 
for Army Dental Corps. Contract sys­
tem should be eliminated and actual rank 
provided as embodied in our hearing be­
fore your committee. If consistent, will 
greatly appreciate a wire, collect, re­
garding our prospects.”
Herewith incorporate General Gorgas’ 
reply:
“Dr. Homer C. Brown, Chairman,
Legislative Committee, National Den­
tal Association,
Columbus, Ohio.
My desire is to increase the efficiency 
of the Dental Corps and provide for a 
proper flow of promotion. The question 
of the titles given to the various grades 
is, I believe, a matter of secondary im­
portance. There is no objection upon 
my part to the same provision regarding 
rank as is now authorized for the Medi­
cal Corps.
(Signed) : GORGAS.”
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Excerpt of Hearing of General Gorgas,
Surgeon General of the Army Be­
fore Senate M ilitary Committee.
SENATOR THOMAS. General. I have 
received a number of letters, and I have 
no doubt that the other members of the 
committee have also, from certain dental 
organizations in the country urging the 
organization of a dental corps along the 
lines of the Medical Corps, and largely 
for the same reasons. I would like to 
get your view of that subject before you 
leave us.
GEN. GORGAS. I think it is a very 
good and desirable thing. Such a scheme 
has been adopted in most of the Europ­
ean armies. We have at present a very 
good Dental Corps, partly commissioned 
in the rank of first lieutenant and partly 
civilian. The tentative draft of bill 
which I have had made provides for some 
increases of rank up to major, which I 
think is adequate, and should be satis­
factory to the dental associations. I  
understand that the dentists are asking 
for a colonel as an assistant to the Sur­
geon General in his office. I see no ne­
cessity for this.
THE CHAIRMAN. We have given 
them an opportunity to be heard.
SENATOR CATRON. They have not 
been heard yet, have they?
THE CHAIRMAN. No. They are to 
be here Wednesday morning. They will 
have a representative here.
Nov. 6t.h, 1J15. 
Hon. W. H. Osborne, Commissioner of 
Internal Revenue, Washington, D. C. 
Sir: —
Members of Legislative Committee of 
the National Dental Association cal'ed at 
your office Thursday and conferred with 
representatives of - your Department, re­
garding the application of the Harrison 
Narcotic Law to dentists.
The first interpretation and instruc­
tions were to the effect that dentists, 
when personally administering or ap­
plying these drugs, were exempt from 
keeping a complete and detailed record. 
Later, a definition of “personal attend­
ance,” and a subsequent ruling, com­
pletely changed the situation, but to me 
this definition would not seem to be in 
keeping with the letter or the spirit of 
this Section.
The services rendered by the dentist 
call for the use of such drugs as are 
enumerated in this law and our profes­
sion should be and is willing, I am quite 
sure, to co-operate with your Department 
in any reasonable way, especially so 
when such regulations have for their 
purpose the bettering of the conditions 
of our citizenship. However, in doing 
this, no undue or unnecessary hardships 
should be imposed by requiring such full 
record details, since it will be generally 
admitted by all who are in any way fa­
miliar with the procedure that it is next 
to impossible to keep a record that is in 
any sense accurate or satisfactory to 
either the dentist or representatives of 
your Department.
Some relief had been provided for 
those administering minute quantities of 
stock solutions of such drugs, but such 
solutions deteriorate with age and thus 
present a distinct disadvantage.
We fully recognize the impossibility of 
passing any legislation, such as this, 
without the necessity of corrective 
amendments, but in this case it would 
seem that a more liberal interpretation 
of “personal attendance” will eliminate 
the objectionable feature so far as the 
dental profession is concerned.
An early reply will be appreciated and, 
as explained to your representatives, we 
will probably publish this in the Jour­
nal of our Association, especially if your 
communication gives us any relief.
Respectfully,
HOMER C. BROWN, Chairman, 
Legislative Committee, N. D. A.
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Treasury Department, Washington,
November 12, 1915. 
Homer C. Brown, Chairman,
Legislative Committee, N. D. A., 
Columbus, Ohio.
Sir: Referring to your letter of No­
vember 6th, relative to the application 
of the Harrison Narcotic Law to Den­
tists in the matter of keeping records, 
you are advised that the paragraph in 
Treasury Decision No. 2172, headed 
“drugs dispensed, record of,” relates par­
ticularly to physicians and dentists who 
are engaged in a special practice neces­
sitating the use of minute quantities of 
narcotic drags.
In this ruling, the words “a physician 
or dentist who administers minute quan­
tities of drugs coming within the scope 
of this law in his office may keep a record 
of the date when a stock solution is 
made and the date when such stock so­
lution is exhausted without keeping a 
record of the name and address of each 
patient to whom such drugs are admin­
istered,” may be extended to any prep­
aration, whether liquid or solid, where 
the quantities used are so small that to 
estimate their weight would be prac­
tically impossible.
In the case of stock solutions, the 
date when such solution is prepared and 
the date when destroyed or exhausted 
should be noted. When solid prepara­
tions are purchased, the date when the 
container is opened and the date when 
its contents are exhausted, should be 
noted. Were the words “personal at­
tendance” given the meaning as indi­
cated in your letter, dentists would not 
have to keep any record whatever, and it 
is obviously not the purpose of Congress 
to exempt those persons from keeping 
such record as will enable the Govern­
ment to keep a check on the disposition 
made of narcotic drugs.
Respectfully,
G. E. FLETCHER, 
Acting Commissioner.
EXCERPT FROM ARM Y AND NAVY  
REG ISTER* FEB. 6, 1916.
Dr. Homer C. Brown, of Columbus, 
Ohio, chairman of the Legislative Com­
mittee of the National Dental Associa­
tion, quoted from the reports in the 
Army and Navy Register of Gen. Gorgas’ 
testimony regarding the progress in 
dental observation as a contribution to 
the availability of men for military duty 
and emphasized the extension of dentis­
try as a means of protecting men in 
arms. He urged provision for a dental 
reserve corps, similar to the medical 
reserve corps, to replace the acting den­
tal surgeons, except that these reserv­
ists shall be obligated to serve when 
called upon for active duty; that there 
be created a dental corps composed of 
first lieutenants who have served two 
years in the reserves, captains who shall 
be promoted from first lieutenants after 
seven years’ total dental service, majors 
equal to 25 per cent, of the corps pro­
moted by seniority from the captains, 
one colonel who shall be chief of corps 
and who will have a tour of duty for 
four years to be appointed by the Presi­
dent, the strength of corps personnel to 
be, as now, one to 1,000 of men.
It was recommended that service as 
acting dental surgeon and so on be com­
puted as military service. Dr. Brown 
made a straight-forward appeal for a 
dental corps on the new basis.
Dr. Brown said: “With an increased
'Ipntal corps, and in the interest of effi­
ciency and economy, there is every rea­
son for having a respresentative of the 
corps, with rank of colonel, stationed in 
the surgeon general’s office to co-operate 
with him in the administrative affairs of 
the dental corps. The right to command 
by virtue of a commissioned corps, 
with actual rank, cannot conflict with 
any other department, as this right can
♦The Army and Navy Journal published a more 
extended report, hut the lack of space forbids its 
publication.
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be limited by Congress to the dental 
corps and their enlisted assistants.”
He "was followed by Dr. E. P. Tignor, 
a first lieutenant in the dental corps, 
who stated that the first year’s cost of 
the proposed increase would be between 
$18,000 and $20,000 and afterward $2,000 
or $3,000 a year. The idea of a definite 
percentage of majors was to insure a 
reasonable degree of promotion. Dr. 
Brown brought out the fact that much 
of value was being done in Europe by 
the dental surgeons in preventive work 
to the manifest advantage of the fighting 
personnel.
Mr. Shallenberger was curious about 
the length of time necessary to become a 
major as compared with line officers, and 
was informed that most staff officers 
served less than eight years before 
reaching a majority.
Dr. C. B. Gifford, of Norfolk, described 
the disadvantage of a one-grade corps 
in discouraging study and offering no in­
centive to enter the corps.
RESOLUTIONS ADOPTED BY COLUM­
BUS ACADEMY OF MEDICINE, CO­
LUMBUS, OHIO, FEB. 28, 1916.
“Whereas, The detrimental influence 
of pathological conditions upon the en­
tire system is becoming quite generally 
recognized, and,
Whereas, The greatest progress in 
preventative medicine can be promoted, 
and the best interests of humanity serv­
ed, thru a harmonious co-operation of 
physicians and dentists. This being 
especially true of service in the United 
States Army and Navy. Therefore, be it 
Resolved, That the Columbus (Ohio) 
Academy of Medicine recognizes this 
close relation, as well as the importance 
of such co-operation, and heartily en­
dorses the efforts of the Legislative Com­
mittee of the National Dental Associa­
tion to increase the efficiency and raise 
the status of their representatives in the 
Army and Navy services, as follows:
(1) By eliminating the contract status
and providing in its stead a Dental Re­
serve Corps.
(2) By providing actual rank and a 
proper flow of promotion, to and includ­
ing one Colonel, as head of the Corps. 
Be it further
Resolved, That the Secretary is hereby 
authorized to forward copies of these 
resolutions to Brig. Gen. Wm. C. Gorgas, 
Senators George E. Chamberlain, Atlee 
Pomerene, Warren G. Harding, Congress­
man James Hay and Clement Brum­
baugh.”
ST. LOUIS MEDICAL SOCIETY EN­
DORSES PROPOSED LEGISLATION.
The following resolution was unaui- 
mously adopted at the last meeting of 
the St. Louis Medical Society:
Whereas, Modem dentistry is an aid 
in the prevention and cure of many grave 
constitutional diseases as well as in the 
maintenance of general health, and 
Whereas, The character of wounds 
about the head and face inflicted by 
modern implements of war makes the 
services of competent dentists an indis­
pensable aid to the Army Surgeon in 
time of service, and 
Whereas, The efficiency of the Army 
both in times of peace and war depends 
primarily upon the physical fitness of its 
members,
Therefore, Be it Resolved, That the St. 
Louis Medical Society heartily endorses 
the action of the National Dental Asso­
ciation in seeking such legislative enact­
ments as will offer inducements to the 
better class of dentists to enter the Fed­
eral Service, and 
Be It Further Resolved, That it peti­
tions Missouri representatives in both 
branches of our National Assembly to 
support the efforts of the National Dental 
Association to secure three additional 
grades in the Dental Corps of the United 
States Army.
Passed by St. Louis Medical Society 
February 26, 1916.
